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The California Highway Patrol was 

Officer Romero’s passion. He began his 
career with the California Highway Pa-
trol at the Riverside Station near his 
home, and a year later he transferred 
to the Sante Fe Springs Station, near 
his childhood community. Romero 
served the remainder of his career in 
Santa Fe Springs, giving back to his 
community. He loved riding his motor-
cycle and combined this with his pas-
sion for law enforcement to become a 
very successful motorcycle officer. Of-
ficer Romero’s colleagues shall always 
remember his infectious grin, practical 
jokes, and commitment to his job. 

Officer Romero was a devoted family 
man. He is survived by his wife Sandra 
and children, Austin, Windsor, David, 
Victor, and Vanessa. When he was not 
on duty, Officer Romero enjoyed spend-
ing time with his family, riding dirt 
bikes, and coaching his children’s 
sports teams. Officer David Marin Ro-
mero served the State of California 
honorably and conscientiously, and ful-
filled his oath as an officer of the law. 
Officer Romero gave his life while as-
sisting those in peril or distress. His 
character, integrity, loyalty, and dedi-
cation to law enforcement are greatly 
appreciated and will never be forgot-
ten. 

Officer David Marin Romero sac-
rificed his life doing what he loved to 
do—providing protection for the com-
munity in which he was raised. We 
shall always be grateful for Officer Ro-
mero’s heroic service and the sacrifices 
he made while protecting the commu-
nity he loved.∑ 

f 

IN HONOR OF THE MEMORY OF 
NICK BRONZAN 

∑ Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I rise 
to honor the memory of the late Nick 
Bronzan, a tireless champion for young 
people and seniors in central Cali-
fornia. Mr. Bronzan, a long-time Fres-
no resident, passed away in the peace-
ful company of his family and loved 
ones on December 4, 2005. He was 90 
years old. 

Nick Bronzan, the son of Yugoslavian 
immigrants, was a true son of Califor-
nia’s Central Valley. He was born in 
Stockton and spent his formative years 
in Manteca. A gifted athlete, Nick ex-
celled as a football player at Fresno 
State College. Admired by his coaches 
and teammates for his great leadership 
qualities, Nick served as the captain of 
the 1939 championship team. 

Upon graduation, Nick taught math-
ematics and coached a number of 
sports at Kerman High School for 5 
years. Nick and his wife Peggy were be-
loved for all they did in both school 
and community activities. He would 
further his passion for helping young 
people by working for the YMCA in 
Fresno, Tulare, and Culver City. In 
1961, Nick became the general sec-
retary of the Fresno YMCA, and 7 years 
later, he was appointed as the execu-
tive director of the Central Valley 
YMCA. Throughout his professional ca-

reer, Nick demonstrated an unyielding 
commitment to positively impact the 
lives of young people. 

In his retirement, Nick generously 
lent his leadership and passion for com-
munity service to a number of very 
worthy and empowering causes. As di-
rector of the Fresno Foster Grand-
parents Program, he spearheaded a vol-
unteer program for seniors to work 
with children lacking parents and fam-
ilies. Nick also began a house-sharing 
organization to increase and enhance 
older companionship. A powerful and 
determined advocate for the senior 
community, Nick successfully con-
vinced businesses to hire senior watch-
men to work late shifts. In 1984, he was 
appointed by then-California Assembly 
Speaker Willie L. Brown, Jr., to the 
California Commission on Aging and 
Long-Term Care. Whereas some see 
their golden years as a time to fade 
into the background in public life, 
Nick embraced it as an opportunity to 
continue to lead, to motivate others, 
and to make good things happen. 

Nick Bronzan devoted 70 of his 90 
years to community service. Nick self-
lessly gave his boundless energy, gen-
uine compassion, and precious human-
ity to uplifting and empowering those 
who are most often neglected in our so-
ciety: the young and the old. Nick has 
left behind a legacy of service and the 
admiration of those whose lives he 
touched over the years. He will be dear-
ly missed. 

Nick is survived by his wife Peggy; 
two daughters, Mary Bronzan and Ann 
McDonald; son, Bruce; five grand-
children and seven great-grand-
children. On December 11, more than 
200 members of his family and friends 
gathered in Fresno to honor a rich life, 
well lived.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO LINWOOD CARTER 
∑ Mr. LUGAR. Mr. President, I rise 
today to pay tribute to and recognize 
the contributions of an individual who 
has dedicated three decades of his life 
to serving the U.S. Congress. 

Linwood B. Carter II began his career 
with the Congressional Research Serv-
ice in 1975 and will be embarking on a 
well-earned retirement shortly after 
the New Year. As an information re-
search specialist in U.S. military and 
international security affairs, Linwood 
has responded to literally thousands of 
congressional research requests over 
the years with a level of profes-
sionalism and skill I have seldom en-
countered. In carrying out our respon-
sibilities as legislators, we in the Sen-
ate and our colleagues in the House 
confront a constant need for accurate 
and timely information; often it has 
been through the efforts of Linwood 
Carter that those responsibilities have 
been met. His mastery of the Library 
of Congress’s resources and the infor-
mational nooks and crannies in the 
world of international security affairs 
has been unsurpassed. 

Linwood’s dedication to serving the 
needs of Congress is unparalleled. His 

quiet professional demeanor will be 
sorely missed by Members, the Con-
gressional Research Service, and by the 
Library of Congress. I would like to ex-
tend our thanks to him for his efforts 
on our behalf for the last three decades 
and to wish him the best in the years 
to come.∑ 

f 

COMMENDING THE INDIANA WEAP-
ONS OF MASS DESTRUCTION 
CIVIL SUPPORT TEAM 

∑ Mr. LUGAR. Mr. President, I rise 
today to commend the certification of 
the Indiana Civil Support Team and 
the support it will provide the people of 
Indiana in the event of an attack uti-
lizing a weapon of mass destruction. 
During this holiday season, many pre-
fer not to think of the horrors associ-
ated with nuclear, chemical and bio-
logical weapons, but the 22 members of 
the 53rd WMD–CST don’t have that lux-
ury. It is their job to help protect Hoo-
siers should a WMD attack occur in In-
diana. 

On November 28, 2005, the Pentagon 
announced that the Indiana Civil Sup-
port Team was fully ready to assist 
civil authorities in responding to a do-
mestic weapon of mass destruction in-
cident. Stationed in Indianapolis, the 
team possesses the requisite skills, 
training and equipment to make a dif-
ference in assisting first responders 
and local officials in the critical mo-
ments immediately following a nu-
clear, radiological, chemical or biologi-
cal event. The CST is able to deploy 
rapidly, assist local first responders in 
determining the nature of the attack, 
provide medical and technical advice, 
and pave the way for the identification 
and arrival of follow-on State and Fed-
eral military response assets. 

In March 2004, I was pleased to join 
with Governor Kernan and Senator 
BAYH to announce the creation of the 
WMD–CST in Indiana. The team is 
made up of highly skilled, full-time 
members of the Indiana National 
Guard and Reserve who have completed 
20 months of intense training. The 
team is equipped with sophisticated de-
tection, analytical, monitoring, com-
munications and protective equipment 
and is under the command and control 
of Governor Mitch Daniels. This sig-
nifies another important step to ensur-
ing that our country, the State of Indi-
ana, and our local communities are 
prepared should we face terrorists 
armed with a nuclear, chemical or bio-
logical weapon. 

Last week’s announcement occurred 
with little fanfare and negligible public 
interest. This is unfortunate because 
the threat posed by the proliferation of 
weapons of mass destruction is the No. 
1 national security threat facing our 
country. 

Chemical weapons were introduced 
on the battlefields of World War I. Nu-
clear weapons ended World War II. Bio-
logical weapons were components of 
Cold War arsenals. The 20th century 
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witnessed the brutal use of these pow-
erful weapons by superpowers and na-
tion-states. Technological advance-
ments and the proliferation of weap-
ons, materials and know-how have 
made weapons of mass destruction ac-
cessible to a growing number of na-
tional and non-state entities. 

Despite the threat of nuclear annihi-
lation throughout the standoff between 
the United States and the Soviet 
Union, it was unfathomable that a reli-
gious sect could acquire the means to 
attack a major metropolitan subway 
system with biological weapons. Yet 
the Aum Shinrikyo dispersed anthrax 
in a Tokyo train station in March 1995. 
Who would have expected rebels from a 
remote region of the Caucasus to 
threaten the detonation of a radio-
logical weapon in a Moscow park? 
Chechens did that in November 1995. 
Even more difficult to believe would 
have been the notion that the leader of 
a deadly terrorist organization would 
announce that it was the organiza-
tion’s mission to acquire a weapon of 
mass destruction and use it against the 
United States. Osama bin Laden did 
that in December 1998. 

The use of a weapon of mass destruc-
tion in the United States could cripple 
our economy, lead to the fall of our 
Government, and threaten large seg-
ments of our population with disease 
and death. During the Cold War, the 
Soviet Union had the resources and in-
centives to carefully guard and main-
tain these weapons and the scientific 
knowledge that produced them. But 
the political collapse of the Moscow 
government was accompanied by a 
broader economic collapse throughout 
the vast nation. Not only did Russia 
and the other successor states have few 
resources for maintaining the Soviet- 
era arsenal, they could not even afford 
to adequately pay members of the mili-
tary and scientific community who had 
responsibility for safeguarding the 
weapons and related technology. The 
United States faced the grim possi-
bility that weapons previously held in 
impenetrable Soviet facilities and 
technology previously restricted to the 
minds and computers of elite Soviet 
scientists could be stolen or sold to the 
highest bidder. 

As a country, we must acknowledge 
that the weapons that haunted the 
Cold War are now available to irra-
tional and undeterrable foes. While the 
threat of nuclear attack from the So-
viet Union was awesome, it was cer-
tain, in that we knew who and where 
our enemy was and had the ability to 
hold them at equal peril. The post–Cold 
War security environment is anything 
but certain. Battles are no longer de-
termined by armored divisions taking 
and holding large swaths of territory, 
nor is strategic competition marked by 
the building of the biggest bomb or the 
longest range missiles. A small group 
of fanatics with the right contacts and 
resources can obtain and utilize a 
weapon of mass destruction that could 
destroy or make unlivable large por-

tions of Washington, DC, New York, or 
Chicago. Similarly, toxins introduced 
into our food supply and distribution 
systems could spread disease and panic. 

There is no silver bullet to these 
threats. U.S. security will be secured 
by small numbers of American Govern-
ment officials and contractors working 
with former enemies to eliminate the 
weapons that could threaten the future 
of our country. It will also depend on 
American allies working closely and ef-
fectively in detecting and interdicting 
these weapons and local police officers, 
medical personnel, and guardsmen pre-
paring to respond to a WMD event. 

Since the end of the Cold War, I have 
worked with colleagues here in Con-
gress and the executive branch to de-
fend the American people from these 
threats. I have often described the best 
strategy to deal with the WMD threat 
as ‘‘defense in depth,’’ layers of defen-
sive efforts designed to stop a nuclear, 
chemical and biological weapon from 
reaching our shores. 

The first line of defense is prevention 
and entails activities at the source to 
stop weapons, materials and know-how 
from leaving their current locations. 
The second is detection and interdic-
tion and involves efforts to stem the 
flow of illicit trade in these weapons 
and materials at foreign and domestic 
borders. The third line of defense is cri-
sis and consequence management and 
requires domestic preparedness should 
such threats turn into hostile acts. In-
dividually, each of these lines of de-
fense is insufficient; together, they 
help to form the policy fabric of an in-
tegrated defense-in-depth. 

In 1991, I joined with Senator Sam 
Nunn and co-authored the Nunn-Lugar, 
Cooperative Threat Reduction Pro-
gram. The program’s goal is to address 
the threat posed by nuclear, chemical, 
and biological weapons at their source. 
Over the program’s first decade and a 
half it has focused on the threats ema-
nating from the former Soviet Union. 
When the USSR crumbled, it had the 
largest nuclear, chemical, and biologi-
cal arsenals in the world. The next day, 
four new independent countries 
emerged from the ashes with nuclear 
weapons. The totalitarian command 
and control system that secured the 
chemical and biological weapons arse-
nals and infrastructure disappeared. 
Divisions of ballistic missiles, wings of 
long-range bombers, and fleets of stra-
tegic missile submarines were left with 
a bankrupt, dysfunctional master and 
numerous individuals and organiza-
tions seeking to steal them. 

The Nunn-Lugar Program has made 
excellent progress in eliminating these 
threats. Ukraine, Belarus, and 
Kazakhstan emerged as the third, 
fourth and eighth largest nuclear pow-
ers in the world. Today all three are 
nuclear weapons free. More than 6,760 
nuclear warheads, each capable of de-
stroying an American city, have been 
deactivated. Nearly 2,000 interconti-
nental ballistic missiles fired from 
land-based silos, missile submarines, 

and bombers have been eliminated. 
Two-thirds of the Soviet Union’s stra-
tegic bomber force and over half of its 
strategic submarine force have been 
destroyed. 

The Soviet Union also left behind 
enormous quantities of chemical and 
biological weapons materials. Russia 
declared a chemical weapons stockpile 
of 40,000 metric tons stored under ques-
tionable. A public accounting of the 
Soviet biological weapons programs 
has never been made, but it is believed 
to be the largest and most advanced in 
the world. Tens of thousands of sci-
entists, engineers, and technicians had 
assisted in the development of the So-
viet Union’s weapons of mass destruc-
tion. With the economies of Russia and 
other republics in bad shape, many of 
these experts faced unemployment, and 
concerns existed that they might have 
an incentive to sell their skills to other 
countries and terrorist organizations. 
In each of these cases, Nunn-Lugar has 
responded with innovative dismantle-
ment strategy for the chemical weap-
ons stocks, elimination of biological 
weapons production capacity and secu-
rity upgrades for pathogen collections, 
and partnering with the private sector 
to find long-term, peaceful employ-
ment for former weapons experts. 

Nunn-Lugar has also taken on for-
merly top-secret missions to remove 
dangerous weapons and materials be-
fore they could fall into the wrong 
hands. In November 1994, the United 
States launched Project Sapphire to re-
move 600 kilograms of highly enriched 
uranium from Kazakhstan and ship it 
to Oak Ridge, TN. More recently, Oper-
ation Auburn Endeavor was carried out 
in Georgia to remove HEU and trans-
port it to Scotland. In Moldova, the 
United States removed fourteen MIG– 
29s capable of launching nuclear weap-
ons because of efforts by a number of 
rogue states to acquire them. 

Despite the progress we made in the 
former Soviet Union, the skills and ca-
pabilities of the Nunn-Lugar Program 
were confined to that geographical re-
gion. In 2004, Congress changed that by 
approving the Nunn-Lugar Expansion 
Act which authorized the use of up to 
$50 million in Nunn-Lugar funds for ac-
tivities outside the former Soviet 
Union. This authority will be used for 
the first time in Albania to destroy 
nearly 16 tons of chemical weapons and 
consideration is being given for the 
program to work in Libya and coun-
tries in Southeast Asia. 

Earlier this year, I joined with Sen-
ator BARACK OBAMA to introduce legis-
lation focused on improving the capa-
bilities of other nations to detect and 
interdict weapons and materials of 
mass destruction and bolstering, ex-
panding, and improving the second line 
of defense. The United States military 
and intelligence services cannot be ev-
erywhere. We need the cooperation and 
vigilance of like-minded nations if we 
are to successfully detect and interdict 
WMD threats before they can be used 
against their targets. The United 
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States has constructed the Prolifera-
tion Security Initiative, which enlisted 
the participation of other nations in 
the interdiction of WMD, but it lacks a 
coordinated effort to improve the capa-
bilities of our foreign partners so that 
they can play a larger and more effec-
tive role. 

The Lugar-Obama bill earmarks 25 
percent of the Nonproliferation, 
Antiterrorism, Demining, and Related 
Programs account to address the short-
comings in the State Department’s re-
sponse. If currently law, this would 
have amounted to $110 million this 
year. Our bill goes one step further by 
calling on the State Department to 
also commit 25 percent of annual for-
eign military financing amounts to na-
tions for the purchase of equipment to 
improve their ability to detect and 
interdict WMD. This would represent a 
potent but flexible tool that could help 
build a network of WMD detection and 
interdiction capabilities world wide 
and contribute to U.S. national secu-
rity. 

Senator OBAMA and I recently wrote 
in the Washington Post that the United 
States cannot stop the proliferation of 
weapons of mass destruction alone. We 
need the vigilance of like-minded na-
tions, but many of our potential part-
ners lack the capability to detect hid-
den weapons and interdict shipments. 
We believe our legislation will address 
this gap. 

If weapons or materials of mass de-
struction elude U.S. programmatic ef-
forts at the source, at international 
borders, and our own borders, the next 
line of defense must take the form of 
help to local ‘‘first responders’’—the 
firemen, police, emergency manage-
ment teams, and medical personnel 
who will be on the front lines. 

In 1996, I joined my colleagues Sam 
Nunn and PETE DOMENICI in offering 
the Nunn-Lugar-Domenici ‘‘Defense 
Against Weapons of Mass Destruction’’ 
legislation. For the first time, it di-
rected the professionals from the De-
partment of Defense, Department of 
Energy, Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion, Department of Health and Human 
Services, the Federal Emergency Man-
agement Agency, and the Environ-
mental Protection Agency to join into 
a partnership with local emergency 
professionals in cities across the coun-
try, including Indianapolis and Fort 
Wayne. 

The Pentagon developed plans to sup-
ply training and equipment to 120 cit-
ies across the country. In February 
1998, the Nunn-Lugar-Domenici Domes-
tic Preparedness Program visited Indi-
anapolis and Marion County. Six hun-
dred fifty first responders received 
training to respond to nuclear, chem-
ical and biological incidents. In the 
years that followed, thousands of addi-
tional professionals received instruc-
tion through the program’s train-the- 
trainer program. In 2000, Fort Wayne 
and Allen County received similar 
training under the Nunn-Lugar-Domen-
ici Program. 

The training proved its worth when 
Indianapolis was confronted with the 
threat of weapons of mass destruction. 
Planned Parenthood clinics in Indian-
apolis and New Albany and at St. Mat-
thews Catholic Church and elsewhere 
received anthrax threats. We were re-
lieved that the threats were deter-
mined to be false but proud to see the 
professional manner in which the city’s 
first responders reacted to the threat 
and treated the potential victims. 

Over the last 15 years, I have worked 
closely with both Bush administrations 
and President Clinton to safeguard the 
American people from the threats asso-
ciated with weapons of mass destruc-
tion. We still have much work to do, 
but the certification of the Indiana 
WMD–CST makes the people of Indiana 
safer. I am thankful that in the event 
of a WMD incident, the people of Indi-
ana will not be alone. Local first re-
sponders and the WMD–CST will be 
there to provide assistance and exper-
tise.∑ 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Ms. Evans, one of his 
secretaries. 

f 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

As in executive session the Presiding 
Officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
and withdrawals which were referred to 
the appropriate committees. 

(The nominations received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.) 

f 

MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 

The following bills were read the sec-
ond time, and placed on the calendar: 

H.R. 4096. An act to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to extend to 2006 the al-
ternative minimum tax relief available in 
2005 and to index such relief for inflation. 

H.R. 4388. An act to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to extend certain expir-
ing provisions, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 4440. An act to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide tax benefits 
for the Gulf Opportunity Zone and certain 
areas affected by Hurricanes Rita and 
Wilma, and for other purposes. 

f 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC–4769. A communication from the Spe-
cial Assistant to the President and Director, 
Office of Administration, Executive Office of 
the President, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the personnel report for personnel em-
ployed in the White House Office the Execu-
tive Residence at the White House, the Office 
of the Vice President, the Office of Policy 

Development (Domestic Policy Staff), and 
the Office of Administration; to the Com-
mittee on the Budget. 

EC–4770. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Defense Procurement and Acquisi-
tion Policy, Department of Defense, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Extraordinary Contractual Ac-
tions’’ (DFARS Case 2003–D048) received on 
November 28, 2005; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

EC–4771. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Defense Procurement and Acquisi-
tion Policy, Department of Defense, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Subcontracting Policies and Proce-
dures’’ (DFARS Case 2003–D025) received on 
November 28, 2005; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

EC–4772. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Defense Procurement and Acquisi-
tion Policy, Department of Defense, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Update of Clauses for Tele-
communications Services’’ (DFARS Case 
2003–D053) received on November 28, 2005; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–4773. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Defense Procurement and Acquisi-
tion Policy, Department of Defense, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Acquisition of Telecommuni-
cations Services’’ (DFARS Case 2003–D055) 
received on November 28, 2005; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. 

EC–4774. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Defense Procurement and Acquisi-
tion Policy, Department of Defense, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Contract Administration’’ (DFARS 
Case 2003–D023) received on November 28, 
2005; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–4775. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Defense Procurement and Acquisi-
tion Policy, Department of Defense, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Information Technology Equip-
ment—Screening of Government Inventory’’ 
(DFARS Case 2003–D054) received on Novem-
ber 28, 2005; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

EC–4776. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Defense Procurement and Acquisi-
tion Policy, Department of Defense, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Contract Modifications’’ (DFARS 
Case 2003–D024) received on November 28, 
2005; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–4777. A communication from the White 
House Liaison, Department of Education, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a nomination for the position of General 
Counsel, received on November 28, 2005; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

EC–4778. A communication from the White 
House Liaison, Department of Education, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
the designation of an acting officer for the 
position of Assistant Secretary, received on 
November 28, 2005; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–4779. A communication from the White 
House Liaison, Department of Education, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a vacancy in the position of Assistant Sec-
retary, received on November 28, 2005; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC–4780. A communication from the Dep-
uty Executive Director, Pension Benefit 
Guaranty Corporation, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Benefits Payable in Terminated Single-Em-
ployer Plans; Allocation of Assets in Single- 
Employer Plans; Interest Assumptions for 
Valuing and Paying Benefits’’ (29 CFR Parts 
4022 and 4044) received on November 28, 2005; 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 02:03 Dec 14, 2005 Jkt 049060 PO 00000 Frm 00042 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A13DE6.062 S13DEPT1


		Superintendent of Documents
	2016-09-14T12:46:34-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




